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CONFIDENTIAL 



Lebanese press reactions to the reports (not all of 
„ them consistent) flooding back from their correspondents 
covering the Alexandria meeting have been fairly character¬ 
istic. By thiB I mean that, though other aspects of the 
conference have not been ignored, attention has been largely 
focussed on Helou'B own contributions to the debate and to 
his success in gaining acceptance for Lebanon's reservations 
about the stationing of non-Lebanese forces on her territory. 
Indeed reports from Alexandria published on September~8 
alleged that the Lebanon's stand bulked so large in the 
discussions that observers had begun to feel that the 
whole purpose of the Summit was to discuss the Lebanon. 


2. Despite such pardonable exaggeration, the point of 
principle which Helcu evidently carried is, of course, of 
genuine importance, at least to the Lebanon. The stationing 
of outside forces in this country simply on the orders of 
the Unified Arab Command and without sanction of the Lebanese 


legislature might indeed upset the confessional balance 
(apart from longer term fears of Yemenisation); ana by 
insisting on the application of democratic procedures, in 
the face of gibe6 by Aref that the Lebanese Chamber never 
seemed to muster a quorum, Heiou's stature has certainly 
been enhanced. And the fact that Nasser was reported 
finally to have backed him up enabled even the pro-U.A.K. 


papers to join the chorus of satisfaction. 

3. There i6 of^-fcourse little or no hard news on how, 
if at all, the Lebanon's dilemma referred to in paragraph 
4 of my letter (107l/2}7/64) of September 4 has been solved. 
If the Israelis react forcibly to diversion works on the 
Lebanese headwaters, the Lebanon certainly cannot protect 
herself unaided. Perhaps the acceptance by the conference 
(reported by al-Nahar 's correspondent) of a Lebanese propos 
that the Arab armies should be "placed in a state of alert" 
when uiversion worK6 begin provides at least a iace-saving 


formula. 


4. Amongst other points of interest in the reports of 
Lebanese correspondents, which may or may not have been 
published elsewhere, the following may be worth mentioning: 

a) Cost of the U nified Command Al-Nahar on 

September d reported that All Ali Amer had raised 
the sum required from the £150 million spread over 

* 10 years agreed upon at the first Summit to £750 
I million, of which the Lebanon had been allocated 

I £45 million. 

b ) Conscription Al-Jarid u's correspondent 

reported that Ali Ali Amer k s' proposal Tor the 
introduction of conscription in the Lebanon and 

Jordan had been rejected by both. 

/ c) Diversion 
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C) Diversion L f Qrient f s correspondent on 
September 10 claimed to have learnt that the 
••first-stage* of works on diversion, namely the 
Mokheiba dam (at a cost of £8 to £10 million), 
would begin at the end of this month, and that 
the date for beginning the "second stage", on 
the Lebanese tributaries, had not yet been 
determined. Al-Nahar *s version on the same 
day was that work on diversion project was to 
begin at once, though actual diversion would 
not take place until lybb. L*Orient of September 

12 reported unanimous agreement that the Mokheiba 
dam should go ahead, at an estimated cost of 
£10;** million Egyptian, and a suggestion by Nasser 
that this sum should be found as to 77 % by equal 
contributions from the U.A.H., Kuwait, Saudi Arabia 
and Iraq, the remainder by contributions from 
other other member states in proportion to their 
normal Arab League quotas. It also quoted a 
conference spokesman as confirming tiiat diversion 
works would begin with Mokheiba - doubtless the 
Israelis are not expected seriously to oppose it - 
and repeated the familiar estimate of £65 million 
for the total long-term diversion programme, to be 
completed in - "five to ten years",' 


5 . The Lebanese press has not yet had time to comment 
on the closing session ano the final communiqu£ (publish 
this morning). L•Orient *8 initial reaction is that the 
conference "a tout die id£ sans rien entreprendre" ana ha 
left "une certaine ambi^uit^" on the fundamental issue o 
the Jordan waters. Certainxy the communique is more 
remarkable for what it leaves out than what it puts in. 


6. I am sending copies of this letter 
at Amman, Baghdad, Cairo, Damascus, Kuw 
Washington and to J.l.G.(Cyprus). 


to the Chanceries 
it, Jeaaa, Tel Aviv, 



